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troops withdrew from Cilicia in December, 1919, and
were replaced by those of France who added this terri-
tory to their military occupation of Syria. An immediate
result was military action by both the Turks and the
Arabs against the French troops who were unable to
hold their own against the Moslems. Events moved
rapidly. The huge Anglo-Indian force had taken pos-
session of Iraq, but it was apparent, however, that the
Iraqis hated the Indians and were not impressed with
the blessings of the Anglo-Indian civil service. Despite
the assertions of Lord Grey, Lord Eobert Cecil, Major
General Sir Percy Cox and other persons in the House
of Commons that the British had no obligations in Iraq
during the postwar period, British troops were retained
in the country.

Thus nearly the whole Near and Middle East began a
strenuous revolt against the Allied troops late in 1919,
chiefly due to the failure of Allied diplomats to keep their
promises to the Arabs and to others. The happenings
of 1919, 1920, and 1921 were heavily censored by the
Allies in occupation of Turkey. (The reader should con-
sult the Chronology in this volume.) An obvious attempt
was made to have it appear that the inhabitants of prewar
Turkey were fond of French and British intervention.
An amusing performance was that of M. Georges Picot
at Beirut, who held self-determination papers in one hand
wMle he doled out food from two French ships with the
other. Colonel Lawrence, who subsequently held an im-
portant position in the Middle Eastern department of the
British Government, wrote in the Times (August 26,
1920): "The people of England have been led in Iraq
(Mesopotamia) into a trap from which it will be hard
to escape with dignity and honor. They have been tricked
into it by a steady withholding of information. The
Baghdad communiques are belated, insincere, incom-
plete. " "We know that the rising of the East caused